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Lognormal Probability Plot: Lead (All Data)
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Figure 9
Box-and-Whisker Plot: Arsenic Data by Sampling Zone
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Box-and-Whisker Plot: Lead Data by Sampling Zone
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Figure 12
Scatterplot: Lead versus Arsenic Concentrations (All Data)




laad (in ppm)

Regrewssion: Individual Data Points

Lead us Arsenic Concentrations

I { T T 1 Illll T T T TV TTT T T T T 17T T7TTT
10008 ’ .
I~ ' 1 il v -
}-» -

1080
o .
- 3
N ]
ol =4
= .
1080 .
10 | .
- —
L i
- 4
L . B
r H H ,
; o : T
t H H ‘ i H R T i

] | 1 i SN T I 1 i i ) I S S /] 1 i I N |

1 19 190 16009

arsenic (in ppm)

(LOG-LOG linear = multiplicative model)

Figure 13
Regression: Lead versus Arsenic Concentrations (LOG-LOG linear model, All Data)
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Scatterplot: Lead versus Arsenic Concentrations (Maximum Location Values)
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Scattarplot: Individual Dats Points
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Figure 16
Scatterplot: Cadmium versus Arsenic Concentrations (All Data)
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Figure 17
Scatterplot: Cadmium versus Arsenic Concentrations (Maximum Location Values)



Scatterplot: Individual Data Points

Cadmium us Lead Concentrations

T T [ T T T T I T ]
15 z : o — —
- fa) : "
i2 °
o
o ?
”~ 9
|3
v
a
£ - ° s
-
o
5
L o y
E . ‘o
; : ?
0 s LS —
o o
L o N
o o :
o o oo, f
o ;
3 o I o :
o o © !
a ;
o o g o°
o a®
o oo, o oo o n
: o Qmwog o o
P o g - o q o
‘o o o o )
- 315(30 ® 04 P o o .
‘o pd® a ©
8 :
l ] L | 1 ) | ] L 1 1 [
3} 30808 [5Y:0:] j=1-1"] 126886 1680

lead (irm ppm)

(not detected cadmium results omitted)

Figure 18
Scatterplot: Cadmium versus Lead Concentrations (All Data)
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Figure 19
Scatterplot: Cadmium versus Lead Concentrations (Maximum Location Values)



Arsenic Depth Profile Summary, All Data
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Figure 20

Arsenic Depth Profile Summary (All Data)
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Lead Depth Profile Summary (All Data)
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Cadmium Depth Profile Summary (Detected Values Only)
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Box-and-Whisker Plot: Arsenic Depth Profile Ratios, T/S, by Sampling Zone
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Figure 24
Frequency Histogram: Arsenic Depth Profile Ratios, T/S (All Data)
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Figure 25
Frequency Histogram: Lead Depth Profile Ratios, T/S (All Data)
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Figure 26
Comparative Depth Profile Ratios, S/T: Lead versus Arsenic
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Figure 27
Frequency Histogram: Comparative Depth Ratios, S/T, Lead versus Arsenic
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Comparative Depth Profile Ratios, S/T: Cadmium versus Arsenic
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Comparative Depth Profile Ratios, S/T: Cadmium versus Lead
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Figure 30
Box-and-Whisker Plot: Arsenic K-Factors versus Distance
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Figure 31
Box-and—\Vhisker Plot: Arsenic Standard Deviations versus Distance
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Figure 32
Box-and-Whisker Plot: Lead K-Factors versus Distance
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Figure 33
Box-and-Whisker Plot: Lead Standard Deviations versus Distance
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Figure 35
Scatterplot: Arsenic Standard Deviations versus Magnitude of Contamination



